


















































































This is Dru Wright. I cannot be there tonight. I was going to bring up the fact that city 
council voted previously that: 

"the Actual density of the subdivision would not exceed 4.25 homes per acre AND a 
density of 2 homes per gross acre along the border with the existing subdivision". The 
AND here indicates this was two separate decisions. That wording means that no lot in 
the subdivision should be smaller than 10000 square feet. Mr. Eck has some lots listed 
at less than 6000 square feet. This is inconsistent with the intent of the actual 4.25 
homes per acre decision for that area that does not include the acreage along the 
border of the existing subdivision. 

It is also inconsistent with the Kuna City Ordinance 6.1.3 which in part provides for 
"harmonious development of an area to be consistent with the existing homes and 
streets". 

The Kuna Comprehensive Plan also calls for larger lots. Specifically, the Plan says on 
page 10: "Agriculture is important to Kuna's heritage, and there is interest in preserving 
large tracks of working agriculture land within the city for clustered, large-lot rural 
residential development. City officials and staff should not discourage clustered, large­
lot rural residential developments if that land strategy can be integrated in such a 
fashion and the services can be provided to developments in an efficient and cost 
effective manner". 

Page 13 also states: "A goal expressed by many people was the preservation of large 
lots and regular cluster development in appropriate balance with other types of 
residential development.". 

This area, with the many large lots already-existing here, requires that Mr. Eck's 
development be in keeping with the decision of City Council previously, with existing 
Kuna City Ordinances and with the Kuna Comprehensive Plan. No lot in the subdivision 
should be under 10000 square feet per the 4.25 per acre decision. The 4.25 per acre 
decision was separate from the 2 homes per gross acre density decision. As a result, 
the 4.25 homes per acres is not a gross measurement for the sub-division as a whole. 

Thank you for your consideration and time. 
Dru Wright 
7828 South McClintock 

(Chisum Valley Subdivision) 




